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Mr. Howard spoke briefly against the bill, showing that
it would prohibit a farmer from selling his crop before it was
harvested; that it would cut out all hedging which all con-
cede to be right and proper; that it would force every country
elevator to speculate in grain, by denying the right to hedge,
and thus compel them to take a larger margin and reduce the
price of grain to the farmers; and if the law were effective, it
would force the- business of grain buying and selling out of
Minnesota and into other states where hedging and buying
~ and selling for future delivery were permitted.

On motion of Mr. Bendixen, the bill was then amended
so as to permit such sales where the seller “intends to deliver
the grain or corporate stocks.”

How are you going to find out what a man intends? Of
course every seller intends to deliver if he has to, or pay the
penalty of his failure. ®

On motion of Mr. S. J. Swanson green corn and canned
corn were declared not to be grain within the meaning of this
act.

This let out the canning factories and those who raise
corn to sell to them.

The vote was then taken and resulted 73 to 54 against
the bill.

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Anderson Devold Larson Ross
Baldwin Donovan McLaughlin  Shipstead
Bendixen Dwyer Madigan Stenvick
Boock, J. W. Frye Malmberg Stone
Carmichael Green, H. M. Marschalk Strand
Child Hammer Mueller, A. W. Sutherland
Christanson,A. Harrison, H.H. Moen Swanson,. S. J.
Christianson,T.Hinds Mossman Swenson
Cumming Holmes Neuman Teigen, A. F.
Danielson Hompe Nordgren Teigen, L. O.
Dare Indrehus Odland ‘Warner
Davies, J. Johnson Olien Welch
Davis, T. Knutson Pratt
Dealand Kuntz Putnam

Those who voted in the negative were:
Bernard Grant Neitzel Reed
Besgette * Greene, T. J. Nett Rodenberg
Birkhofer Gullickson Nimocks Searls
Bjorge Hale Nolan Seebach
Bouck, C. W. Harrison, J. M. Nordlin Siegel
Borgen Hicken Norton Sliter
Briggs Howard Norwood Solem
Brown Hulbert Novak Southwick
Burrows Konzen Orr Steen
Corning Lang Papke Stevens
Crane Lee Parker Sudheimer
Erickson Lennon Pattison Swanson, H. A.
Flikkie Leonard Pendergast Thornton
Flowers Levin Peterson, A. Tollefson
Frisch McGrath Peterson, A.M. Washburn
Gerlich McNiven Peterson, O.M. Winter
Gill Miner Pikop
Girling " Moeller, G. H. Pittenger

Gleason Murphy Praxel
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Bjorklund, Marwin, Ryberg did not vote.
The Knutson Bill.

In H. F. No. 80 Mr. Knutson attempted to impose a tax
on every sale, or agreement to sell.

This tax was to be imposed on the sale of “any products
or merchandise at any exchange, or board of trade, or other
similar place in the State of Minnesota, either for present or
tuture delivery.”

The proposed tax was not large, but the bill provided for
an elaborate system of blanks, contracts, memoranda, and
bookkeeping, and required stamps to be affixed to all such
contracts of sale.

The discussion lasted for about three hours and resulted
in the adoption of eight amendments, one confining the act
to sales for future delivery, another exempting all bills of lad-
ing, another cutting out entirely Section 2 taxing sales of-cor-
porate stocks, and one exempting from the effect of the act
all hedging transactions and all sales where the delivery of
the goods is actually made. ;

: These amendments made the bill far less objectionable,
but it was defeated, 39 to 87.

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Anderson Flikkie McLaughlin Steen
Bjorge Frye Madigan Stenvick
Burrows Hinds Malmberg Stone
Christanson,A. Holmes Marschalk Strand
Christianson,T.Hompe Mueller, A. W. Swanson, S. J.
Crane Johnson Neuman Teigen, A. F.
Davis, T. Knutson Orr Teigen, L. O.
Devold Kuntz Pikop ‘Warner
Donovan Lee Pratt Welch
Dwyer Leonard Shipstead

Those who voted in the negative were:
Baldwin ~ Gerlich Marwin Peterson, O. M.
Bendixen Gin Miner - Pittenger
Bernard Girling Moeller, G. H.Praxel
Bessette Gleason Moen Putnam
Birkhofer Grant Mossman Reed
Bjorklund Green, H. M. Murphy Rodenberg
Boock, J. W. Greene, T. J. Neitzel Ross
Bouck, C. W. Gullickson Nett Searls
Borgen "Hale Nimocks Seebach
Briggs Harrison, H.H. Nolan Siegel
Brown Harrison, J. M.Nordgren Sliter
Carmichael Hicken Nordlin - Solem
Child Howard Norton Southwick
Corning Hulbert Norwood Stevens
Cumming Indrehus Novak ‘Sutherland
Danielson Konzen Odland Swanson, H. A.
Dare Lang Olien Swenson
Davies, J. Larson Papke Thornton
Dealand Lennon Pattison Tollefson
Erickson Levin Pendergast Washburn
Flowers McGrath Peterson, A. Winter

Frisch McNiven Peterson, A. M.
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Hammer, Ryberg, Sudheimer and the Speaker did not
vote.

Both these bills are good 1llustrat10ns of trying to do a
right thing in a wrong way.

They also show that something more than good intentions
are necessary. i

The thing may be wrong, but it doesn’t follow that your
method is the right way to correct it.

The statute books of every state and country are full of
enactments that have only served to make bad matfers worse.

A statute that interferes with a citizen’s inherent right
is always bad, no matter how good the intention.

Many claim that buying ,and selling for future delivery,
and especially buying and selling on margin or option, where
actual delivery is not contemplated, tends to depress prices.

If this is true, it is bad for the producers who are com-
paratively few, but good for the consumers; and all are con-
sumers.

Others claim that this sort of dealing tends to increase
prices, which would be bad for consumers but good for pro-
ducers.

Still others assert that the only effect is to hold prices
more even and stable, which, of course, is better for all-—
both producers and consumers.

1t is fully believed by many careful observers that even
the purely gambling contracts have no effect on actual prices,
but only injure those unwise people who hope to beat pro-
fessionals at their own game—that gambling only mJures the
suckers that get skinned.

This may be true financially; but, of course, any sort of
mere gambling must injure both parties morally.

Can these evils be corrected by repressive statutes; or
must they be got rid of by removing the social and economic
causes, by education and moral uplift?

Bach must answer for himself.

The Teigen Investigation.

Farly in the session Mr. A. F. Teigen secured the passage
of a resolution for an investigation of all grain exchanges and
other things too numerous to mention. This was to be espe-
cially an investigation into the workings of the Duluth Board
of Trade, the Minneapolis Chamber of Commerce and the
Equity Co-operative Exchange of St. Paul.

The first thing this committee found out was that em-
ployees of the grain department of the Railway and Ware-
house Commission had contributed to the Republican cam-
paign fund; but all this is of record in the office of the Secre-
tary of State.

Mr. Teigen then started an exhaustive investigation of
the Equity. This dragged along for several weeks and became
a good deal of a joke. It came out in the evidence that Teigen
had asked the Equity for a job—and had been refused. )

The following from the St. Paul Daily News of March 5th
speaks for itself:
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TEIGEN INQUIRY DISBANDS ITSELF.

Committee Members Say They See Nothing Wrong With
R Equity.

The Teigen house committee on grain and livestock mar-
keting formally disbanded itself today.

The members passed a resolution ending their activities
because the house has passed a bill for an interim committee
to investigate the same matters as the Teigen committee has
been doing. R

Most of the time of the Teigell committee has been taken
up with investigating the Equity Co-operative exchange.

Say Equity Is All Right.

Reps. J. B. Madigan and E. P. Nordgren said at the com-
mittee’s final session today that they couldn’t see anything
the matter with the Equity. Chairman Teigen said he didn’t
think the investigation had injured the Equity.

The final session of the Teigen committee was character-
ized by some lively tilts.

Chairman Teigen called the members’ attention to an ad-
vertisement in his home town newspaper, the Montevideo
American, from the Equity exchange, asking him to debate
in Montevideo on the grounds that his investigation of the
exchange has been unfair. Chairman Teigen asked the com-
mittee to pass a resolution saying he has not been unfair.
The committee refused to do so.

“We've been made fools enough already in the press
throughout the state,” said Rep. Fred Mossman. “I think
we’d better let well enough alone.”

“Yes,” said Rep. C. M. Bendixen, “I guess the least said
the better.”

Would Debate Crites.

Chairman Teigen said he would debate J. G. Crites, gen-
eral manager of the Equity, but no “wide-lipped-attorneys for
the exchange.” He referred to James Manahan, attorney for
the Hquity.

Rep. E. P. Nordgren said prior to the disbanding resolu-
tion that he didn’t think the chairman should order everything
to be done and rule by himself.

Chairman Teigen was insisting that the state grain in-
spection department furnish the committee with detailed lists
as to barley reports.

“What can we go out and tell the farmers if we don’t
know about this barley business?” he demanded.

“I'm not going out and tell them anything about barley,”
said Rep. Fred Mossman. ‘“I'm going home and grow it.”

The Teigen committee made a final report, giving the
HEquity a clean bill of health.

' Divorcing

Grain Inspection from the Ry. and Warehouse Com.

The only question in this bill was whether the Governor
or the Railway and Warehouse Commission should control
Grain Inspection.

The Hfficiency and Hconomy Commission had brought in
a bill to take this duty away from the Railway and Ware-
house Commission and give it to the Governor.
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Duxbury, Jackson, Rockne and R. C. Dunn defended the
bill. ’

Sageng, Gillam, O’Neil, Holmberg, Geo. Sullivan and
F. H. Peterson defended the present system as being efficient,
economical and satisfactory to both the farmers and grain
buyers. F. H. Peterson made a hit by saying: “Gentlemen,
you are trying to bring a divorce proceeding. I am a party to
that proceeding and I don’'t want any divorce.”

The bill was defeated, 16 to 46.

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Baldwin Duxbury * Johnston Rockne
Bonniwell Glotzbach Knopp Sullivan, J. D.
Carley Hilbert Nelson Ward
Dunn, R. C. Jackson Peterson, E. P. Weis

Those who voted in the negative were:
Adams Gardner Millett Sageng
Alley - Gillam O’Neill Steffen
Andrews Gjerset Orr Sullivan, G. H.
Benson Griggs Pauly Swenson
Blomgren Grose Peterson, F.H. Turnham
Callahan Handlan Peterson, G.M. Van Hoven
Campbell, A.S. Hanson Potter Vermilya
Campbell, W.A.Hegnes Putnam Vibert
Denegre Holmberg Rasgk : Wallace
Dunn, W. W. Lende Ries Westlake
Dwinnell Lobeck Rustad
Gandrud McGarry Rystrom

Five Senators did not vote: Buckler, Healy, Jones, Nord,
Palmer.
CHAPTER XII.

PATRIOTISM AND MILITARISM.

‘When I read the article by the eminent writer, John
Walker Gunn, on the above subject, I saw that he had
done the work so much more perfectly than I could hope
to do, that I decided to let him express my thoughts for me.

Good and Bad Patriotism.
By John Walker Gunn

Patriotism is the prevailing and insistent note at this
writing. A clear and rational discussion of patriotism is,
therefore, timely.

There are two types of patriotism and of patriot, and
the question of whether patriotism is good or bad hinges
entirely upon this difference in type.

There is a type of patriotism that is the direct oppo-
site and the supreme antithesis of reason, fairness and
justice. This is the type commonly displayed in the midst
of a war craze, that is the outgrowth of this craze, and
that is wholly identical with the mob spirit.

This type of patriotism cannot make the slightest ap-
peal to an intelligent, fair-minded person. It is a state of
hysteria, of emotional excitement, that banishes reason and
makes its victims the slaves of the most ignorant, vicious
and dangerous impulses. This hysteria manifests .itself
both in the form of a weak, silly sentimentalism and in
the form of a savage, unreasoning prejudice. It unbalances the
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normal processes of human intelligence and brings the
blind instincts of the beast into active and evil play.

Crowds convulsed with patriotic hysteria are blind
creatures of prejudice and hate, whose controlling im-
pulse is to fight and destroy those whom their inflamed
imaginations fancy as foes. Acts performed by crowds
and individuals while under the stress of patriotic emotion
reveal clearly a condition of insanity, of mental aberration.

Suggest to a man in a crowd which is viewing a
patriotic pro-war demonstration that you see no good rea-
son why the country should go to war, and you may get
off lightly by being merely knocked down (if the maddened
patriot is big enough to carry out this peculiarly patriotic
course) or you may have to exercise extraordinary ‘swift-
ness and strategy to escape being severely manhandled by
a patriotic mob and possibly hung, if the war craze has
-reached a sufficiently violent stage.

Ordinarily your opinion would be listened to in a
spirit of normal, intelligent fairness; but a man who is
crazed with patriotism is not normal, nor intelligent, nor
fair. For the time being he is a man out of his mind.

The purely emotional, impulsive and hysterical patri-
otism that evinces itself in the wild waving of flags, in
the hoarse shouting of mobs, in blatant music and inflam-
matory bursts of athletic elogquence, that clamors for war
without understanding or even inquiring the cause, is ut-

terly bad.
* * *

Toward' the type of patriot who is sincerely and intel-
ligently attached to the higher interests, the deeper reali-
ties and the broader motives of the nation’s existence,

- whose patriotism is ever active in times of peace as well
as in times of threatened war, and manifests itself in ef-
forts to better the conditions, increase the liberties and ad-
vantages, and encourage the forward movements in which
the true interests of the nation and its citizens are bound
up, is due the fullest respect and the frankest admiration.

This type of patriot is not a patriot in the narrow na-
tionalistic sense, which insists that a man must hate, fear
and suspect other nations in order to prove that he loves
his own nation. .

The real, intelligent patriot loves the whole world
and all humanity; he realizes that the nation of which he
is a part is similarly a part of the great world family of
which all other nations are parts, and that as his interests
are the same in a broad and true sense with those of his
fellow citizens, so his nation’s interests in a broad and
true sense are the same as those of other nations.

This patriot welcomes and encourages the movement
toward freedom and democracy and brotherhood, toward
progress in all its phases, toward a fuller, finer and freer
life, in other countries as warmly and wholeheartedly as in
the country where he lives. He may rejoice in a revolu-
tionary forward movement in Russia and at the same
time deplore sincerely and resist earnestly a reactionary back-
ward movement in his own country.
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The dearest ideal of this fine, noble, admirably human
and hopefully sane type of patriot is that some day there
shall be a universal federation of all nations, a world-wide
parliament of man, when all narrow national rivalries and
enmities shall disappear and with these evils of nationalism
shall vanish the necessity for that malignant monomania
which today prevails so widely under the name of patri-
otism.

And now, my dear readers, if you were a member of
the legislature, which kind of patriot were you?

And if you were not a member, which kind would you
rather have to represent you there? )

Patriotism and Militarism in the Schools.

On F‘eb 8th, the Senate had before it a bill by Sen-
ator Alley providing for ‘‘singing of patriotic songs, read-
ings from American history and from the biographies of
American statesmen and patriots and such other patriotic
exercises as the superintendent or teachers of such schools
may determine’ not to exceed one-half hour one day each
week, :

This was most vigorously opposed by Mr. Duxbury,
who declared that patriotism cannot be taught in any
such way, and furthermore to make such teaching com-
pulsory will only open the door to some text-book maker
to sell millions of books at a big profit.

During the discussion of this measure Senator Gjerset
made a speech in opposition that will' take rank among
the best delivered on any subject during the session. .

Now Come the Jingoes.

The real test of the Senate came, however, when G
H. Sullivan of Stillwater proposed to amend by adding
the following:

““Also teaching the necessity for military preparedness
by teaching the history of nations which have been con-
quered and destroyed by reason of their failure to make
sufficient military preparation against aggression.”

Now, indeed, the fight was on, and the floodgates of
oratory were opened wide.

Sullivan made an impassioned speech for militarism,
and was ably supported by Ward, Glotzbach and Nord,
tho the last named wanted the purely military part of the
teaching separated from the peaceful portion.

The Jingoes were strongly opposed by Lobeck, F. H.
Peterson, Alley, Wm. A. Campbell, Vermilya and Jackson.

Duxbury urged everybody to vote for the Sullivan
amendment as the most effective way to kill the whole bill
and carried with him Baldwin, Steffen and Swenson, who
believed the bill contained a chance for a text-book graft.

But Sullivan was defeated. He got only 24 votes and
four of these appear to have gone with him to help kill the
bill.

Those who voted for the Sullivan amendment were:
Baldwin Duxbury McGarry Sullivan, G. H.
Callahan Glotzbach Millett Swenson
Campbell, A.S. Griggs Nord Van Hoven
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Denegre Healy Pauly Wallace
Dunn, R. C. Johnston Peterson,G.M. Ward )
Dunn, W. W, Knopp Steffen Westlake .
Those who voted in the negative were:
Alley Gardner Nelson Rystrom
Andrews Gillam O’Neill Sageng
Benson Grose Orr Sullivan, J. D.
Blomgren Hanson Palmer Turnham
Bonniwell Hegnes Peterson, E.P. Vermilya
Buckler Holmberg Peterson,F.H. Vibert
Campbell, W.A.Jackson Rask Weis
Carley Jones ’ Rockne '
Gandrud Lobeck Rustad
The amendment wag lost, and the bill was then passed
48 to 9.
Those who voted in the affirmative were:
Alley Gandrud Nord Rystrom
Andrews Gillam O’Neill Sageng
Benson Grose Orr Sullivan, G. H.
Blomgren Hanson Palmer Sullivan, J. D.
Bonniwell Healy Pauly Turnham
Buckler Hegnes Peterson, BE.P.Van Hoven
Callahan Holmberg Peterson, F.H.Vermilya
Campbell, A.S. Jackson Peterson,G.M. Vibert
Campbell, W.A.Johnston Putnam Wallace
Carley Knopp Ries Ward
Denegre Lobeck Rockne Weis
Dunn, W. W. McGarry Rustad ‘Westlake
Those who voted in the negative were:
Baldwin Gjerset Rask - Swenson
Duxbury Jones Steffen
Gardner Nelson

The following Senators were present but did not
vote: Glotzbach, Griggs, Millett and R. C. Dunn. Al
these had voted for the Sullivan amendment and the
-inference would be that they refused to support the bill
on final passage because it was not militant enough, or
from fear that it contained a text-book scheme.

Adams, Dwinnell, Handlan, Hilbert and Potter were
absent.

This bill furnishes a very interesting test on .the ques-
tion of military teaching in the schools and shows that not
more than about one-third of the Senate is favorable to
that kind of education of our children.

The Big Military Scheme.

But all this is very mild when compared with the pro-~
visions of a bill introduced into the House by Harrison,
MecNiven, Marschalk and Southwick and into the Senate
by Geo. H. Sullivan and Knopp. ‘

. This bill made real military teaching and training com-
pulsory in all the high schools of the state.

" Very strenuous efforts were made by the militarists
to push this bill. A neatly printed pamphlet containing
the text of the bill and a strong appeal for its passage was
placed on every desk in both houses very early in the
session; public hearings were arranged at which advocates
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of the bill were heard at length. Captain Stevers was
brought from Chicago to address committees and was given
a joint hearing by the two houses.

Below are some of the telling objections made to the
plan of subjecting immature boys to military training:

“Soldiering itself is a man’s business, and is not for
the boy under 18.”

These words are not those of a pacifist lecturer. They
are the well-considered conclusions of Capt. Stuart God-
frey, West Point instructor, and officer in the regular army.

But Dr, C. W. Crampton, director of physical training,
New York city, supplies the aptest comment. He says:

“A wave of enthusiasm for military training has swept
over the country, If this spends itself in the military train-
ing of infants, nothing but waste and harm will result.”

By David Starr Jordan,

Chancellor of Leland Stanford, Jr., University.

The awful carnage of murder in Europe has induced
parallel currents of hysteria in the law-abiding neutrals,
including the United States. Out of them has arisen the
plan of compulsory military training for our boys, based—
as some have suggested—on the Australian model.

Now in Australia boys from 14 to 20 years of age are
placed in military camps for about 18 days each summer.
Their scheme has nothing to do with the public school sys-
tem. It is purely a matter for the state to look after. No
attempt is made to tie it up with the local school systems.

The Australian system has involved great expense and
much ill feeling. This is something not generally recog-
nized. It is claimed that the “camp’’ is democratic because
all classes meet on the same level.

Bad boys, it is true, here get a touch of good company,
but the good ones often find themselves, for the first time,
in very bad company.

The associations of the camp on the whole are not
wholesome.

The old trooper, avowedly no ‘‘plaster saint,” is usu-
ally not a fit instructor for growing youths.

In Australia, with a population about double that of
California, 22,143 boys have been in the past two and a
half years prosecuted for failure to appear at the barracks.

Even for writing home accounts of their experience,
boys have been punished. *

* * ®

Why has Central Europe maintained compulsory mili-
tary training? It exists, partly to make good soldiers, but
partly also, to make bad citizens, MEN WHO WILL TAKE
ORDERS FROM ABOVE AND OBEY THEM WITHOUT
THOUGHT.

* * *

/ “America means opportunity,” and the young men
and women of the republic should be trained to grasp op-
portunity for themselves.

Their sprmgs of action should be responsive to the
individual conscience.
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The “discipline’’ of driven sheep is not for them,
however useful it may be to aristocracies which claim to
rule by divine right.

Collective discipline impairs individuality.

The good citizen of America is not a chattel sheltered
by a state he does not control.

The democratic state exists for the common welfare
of the men and women that compose it.

The idea of compulsion has little place in a demaocracy.
Wherever it appears it should be scanned most critically,
for it is legitimate only in time of severest need. Such
need may not appear when the high school boys of today
have grown to be men. We may hope with Louis Raemak-
ers of Amsterdam that this is Europe’s ‘“Last Dance With
Death.”

Prof. W. ¥. Webster,
Kast Side High School, Minneapolis.

The advocates of military drill affirm that their system
furnishes the best training for developing strength and endur-
ance. If this were true, military drill might be justified; for
a strong body is as essential to the arts of peace as to the
arts of war. But the claim is not true. And I call to witness
those who know.

First, Dr. Sargent, veteran director of physical training
at Harvard: “Military drill is not an adequate means for
physical training. - It is not only very limited in its activities,
but actually harmful in its effects upon boys less than 18 or
20 years of age. . . . It is apt to foster a bombas-
tic spirit of ‘tin-soldierism’ and false sense of patriotism
which does not appreciate the serlousness of war nor the ~
glories of the struggles of peace.’

Dr. Herman Koehler of West Point says “ . . . the
maintenance of robust health and the development of organic
vigor should be considered the primary object of t{his train-
ing.” Sir William Aitkin, professor of pathology in the Army
Medical school of England, says: “Boys given military train;
ing at 18 make soldiers who are less robust and efficient than
men with whom this training was deferred a few years. . . .”

The subcommittee on military training reported to the
joint committee on higher schools, Philadelphia, last May:
“That it finds it undesirable to add a technical course in mili-
tary training to the already full curriculum of the public high
schools. The extension and development of the present meth-
od of physical training is strongly advised, supplemented by
practical instruction in hygiene, prevention of disease and.
immediate treatment of wounds and injuries.”

The report of the special commission on military educa-.
tion and reserve, appointed by Governor Walsh in June, 1915,
states: “It iIs generally agreed that the military drill which
a boy receives in school is of little or no advantage to him
from the point of view of practical soldiering. . . . The
commission does not recommend military drill (in high
schools), but is opposed to it.”

Neither house looked with any favor on this bill for mili-
tary training in high schools, and in the Senate the committee
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on ‘education recommended it for indefinite postponement
early in the besswn

The Military Craze.

But later, when the military craze was sweeping over the
country, when an insane fear had taken possession of thou-
sands of people usually sane and reasonable, George Sulli-
van again attempted to take advantage of the psycological
moment to bring in another bill with the same object.

This bill practically established a military dlctator over
all the high schools of the state.

The local school boards had no power, and the military
dictator would be monarch of all he pleased to call his king-
dom.

It was pointed out in the debate that none of the great
military nations of Europe provided military training in
public schools, and that well-known educators discouraged
the proposition; that Generals Wood, Young and Goethals
had made public statements to the same effect.

But George ridiculed all this as “mush and milk,” and
tried to jam his bill thru by methods he so well knows how
to use.

He was twice defeated. First he got only 29 votes for
his bill and then he failed to get a reconsideration when the
vote stood 29 to 35 against him.

Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Adams Glotzbach McGarry Van Hoven
Baldwin Griggs Nord Vibert
Blomgren Grose Pauly Wallace

" Callahan Handlan Peterson, G.M. Ward
Campbell, A.S. Healy Putnam Westlake
Denegre Hegnes Rask
Dunn, W. W. Johnston Sullivan, G. H.
Gardner Knopp Swenson
) Those who voted in the negative were:
Alley Dwinnell Lobeck Rockne .
Andrews Gandrud Nelson Rustad
Benson Gillam O’Neill Rystrom
Bonniwell Hanson Orr Sageng
Buckler Hilbert Palmer Steffen
Camphell, W.AHolmberg Peterson, E. P.Sullivan, J. D.
Carley Jackson Peterson, F. H.Vermilya
Dunn, R. C. Jones Potter Weis
Duxbury Lende Rieg

And thus ended in complete defeat a very daring attempt
to force militarism into our high schools—a thing that not
even Germany, under Prussian militarism, has ever attempted.

We profess to have gone into this war in the cause of
democracy and to crush out Prussian tyranny and auto-
cracy; but it looks much as if some of our would-be states-
men would like to bring the hated Prussian system here
and force it upon our people.
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CHAPTER XIIIL
MISCELLANEOUS_.

EDUCATIONAL.

For many years there has been a constant, steady,
persistent,. determined effort to conecentrate the control of
the rural schools into the hands of the State Department
of Education and the State Superintendent of Schools.

The state school fund has been used as the c¢lub to
bring local authorities to terms. N

Plans for school houses, systems of heating and ven-
tilation, whether or not distriets should consolidate, and
a hundred and one other matters relating to rural schools
have been dictated from the central office at the Capitol;
and the threat has been freely made that the state aid
would be withheld unless the local school board would
yield their judgment to the demands of the central author-
ity.

Now the greatest merit of the district school system
is the fact that it furnishes a nucleus around which all the
social and economic, as well as educational activities, of
the neighborhood can center.

Here in the country school house the people gather
to hear lectures on all kinds of questions, to discuss to-
gether their needs, and to determine how they will handle
their local affairs.

In the management of their school affairs—the elec-
tion of trustees—the discussion relating to building of
school houses—the selection of teachers—the length of
school terms—and the many other guestions that are
constantly coming up for settlement—the people get good
and valuable lessons in self-government, and learn to un-
derstand and apply the principles of democracy.

Any change which diminishes these activities of the
people in their own school affairs is to be resisted as a
step away from democracy and toward centralization.

"In the legislature of 1917 this tendency manifested
itself principally in the bill to establish county boards of
education empowered to manage all the schools of the
county and elect the County Superintendent of Schools.

This bill would deprive the people of the several dis-
tricts of all direct interest in their local schools, and take
away from all the people of the county their right to vote
for County Superintendent of Schools.

That the bill did not pass was no fault of those who
introduced and published it.

Another dangerous tendency is in the policy of enor-
mous state aid to rural and village schools.

This is the financial club used by the centralizers to
force their policies upon the rural and village schools.

Representative Dealand, himself for many years a
teacher and County Superintendent, very clearly pointed
out how this system robs the rural district schools for the
benefit of the village high schools.

The following table shows the effects of this system
on the rural and village schools of 9 counties:
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Nobles County.

Rural valuation ................... $14,196,691 5/61
Village and city valuatlon .......... 2,443,119 1/6—
- Total valuation ........... $16,639,810
Amount of special school aid ........ $ 27,390
Proportion of special aid paid by
country ............. ... .. . ... 23,000
Proportion of special aid received by
COUNETY vttt i ittt et 11,000
Loss by country, about ..... $ 12.000
Special aid received by villages, about.$ 16,000
~ Special aid paid by villages, about.... 4,000
Gain by villages .......... 12,000
Exactly .............. 11,844
Cottonwood county, villages gain and country .
108ES L e e e e e $11,000.00
Murray county, villages gain and country loses.. 9,000.00

Jackson county, villages gain and country loses 10,000.00
McLeod county, villages gain' and country loges 15,600.00
Norman county, villages gain and -country loses 10,450.00
Meeker county, villages gain and country loses.. 11,000.00
‘Watonwan county, villages gain and country loses 9,000.00
Mille Lacs eounty, villages gain and country loses 12,000.00

The country schools are the hope of democracy. They
should be kept close to the people and made the best pos-
sible.

EFFICIENCY AND ECONOMY.

For the second time an interim commission submitted
to the legislature a number of bills claiming to simplify
the state government and make it more economical and
efficient. .

Most of these bills were defeated.

This defeat is charged in part to the activity ot' the
public officials whose departments would be abolished or
merged into others and to their desire not to be inter-
fered with.

The defeat was due in part also to a feeling on the
part of many members that they would effect no saving
in expense and would help to build up a great political ma-
chine in the hands of the Governor. Just how there would
be more opportunity than now for such a machine was not
yvery apparent. -

State Auditor Preus made a strong fight against the
Public Domain bill which would take a great amount of
work and responsibility away from his department and
give it to the Governor.

The Governor was equally anxious for the success of
this bill, and sent a special message to each house urging
its passage.

At first the Senate killed this bill.

- Then the house made many amendments and passed
it 79 to 43.
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‘When this amended bill reached the Senate, Duxbury
tried to get a special order for its consideration but failed
31 for to 35 against.

The one greatest stumbling block in the way of this
measure is the fact that most members believe that the
state constitution will have to be amended before the state
lands can be taken out of the hands of the Auditor and
turned over to a department of Public Domain.

It seems to be generally conceded that the Auditor
ought to be Auditor and nothing more,—that he should
be the officer elected by the people to check up all state
departments and be free from all other duties.

The Auditor would then be what the name indicates
and would have under his direction the departments of
Public Examiner, Banks and Insurance.

It is not at all logical or consistent that the Governor
should appoint the Public Examiner to check up the ac-
counts and activities of his other appointees. This should
be done by an officer elected by the people and directly
accountable to them. )

There would then be no serious objection to putting
into the hands of the Governor the appointment of all ad-
ministrative officers and holding him responsible for their
work.

Concentration of administrative responsibility is safer
than to scatter such responsibility and is no more likely to
result in a political machine.

‘TRYING TO STOP LEGALIZED PRIZE FIGHTS.

In 1915 the legislature passed a bill legalizing ten
round boxing matches, and putting the State into part-
nership with“the business by turning over 109, of the gross
proceeds to help in the fight against tuberculosis.

Senator Andrews of Mankato was very anxious to pre-
vent any affiliation of the University of Minnesota with
the Mayo Hospital at Rochester, and had vigorously sup-
ported this boxing bill, it is said, in exchange for a consid-
erable number of votes against the Mayo Affiliation.

In the interval between the two sessions Senator An-
drews appears to have become convinced that the boxing
bill was not the success he had supposed it to be and de-
sired an opportunity to go on record against it.

Other Senators who had always opposed the legalizing
of prize fights were also anxious to repeal the law.

Senator Sageng early introduced such a repealer and
it came to a vote March 6th.

Sageng, Palmer and Andrews urged repeal, declaring
that it is a disgrace to the state to go into partnershm
with a disreputable business like prize fighting.

Briggs, Rask, Adams, Glotzbach and R. C. Dunn spoke
against repeal declaring that the sport is not brutal and
the objection of state partnership has no weight as about

“half the states in the union Ilegalize such matches and
participate in the proﬁts

The vote resulted in 31 for and 35 against repeal.
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Those who voted in the affirmative were:

Alley Gjerset Palmer Sullivan, G. H.
Andrews Hanson Peterson, E.P.Sullivan, J. D.
Benson Holmberg Peterson,F.H, Vermilya
Campbell, W.A.Jones Potter Wallace
Duxbury Lende Rockne Ward
Dwinnell Lobeck Rustad Weis
Gandrud Nelson Rystrom Westlake
Gillam Orr Sageng

Those who voted in the negative were:
Adams Dunn, R. C. Hilbert Peterson, G. M.
Baldwin Dunn, W. W. Jackson Rask
Blomgren Gardner Johnston Ries
Bonniwell Glotzbach Knopp Steffen
Buckler Griggs MecGarry Swenson
Callahan Grose Millett Turnham
Campbell, A.S. Handlan Nord Van Hoven
Carley Healy O’'Neill Vlbert
Denegre Hegnes Pauly L

The only changes from the vote of 1915 were two.
Andrews who then voted for the bill now voted for re-
peal, and Blomgren changed the other way and now voted
against repeal.

Senator Putnam had been excused and was absent.

THE ABSENT VOTERS’ BILL.

The following from the Duluth Labor World is a good
account of the absent voters bill introduced by Wm, A.
Campbell of Minneapolis.

The absent voters’ bill passed the Minnesota senate
without a dissenting vote last Friday. Now if the house
passes favorably upon the bill ‘thousands of commercial
travelers, railroad men and others-temporarily out of the
state or away from their voting districts will be permitted
to vote at every election. -

The bill is a comprehensive measure and prepared by
the attorney general’s office at the request of the organ-
ization..of commercial travelers and raﬂroad men, free of
charge.

“The Sample Case,” official organ of the United Com-
mercial Travelers, says the bill is ‘““the most up-to-date
absent voter bill yet proposed.”

It contains the machinery by which a citizen of Minne-
sota temporarily in Texas, or in any other state, may exer-
cigse the right of franchise.

It is a just measure; the wonder is that Minnesota
has failed to correct the injustice before.

“The commercial traveler and the railroad man,” says
the ‘““Sample Case,” ‘“would like to have a voice in the
political affairs of his country, but on account of election
laws that have been in force since his great-grandfather’s
time he is obliged to resign all his political privileges to
the fireside voter.

“The fireside voter is always at home. He can vote
whenever he takes a notion. He may get out and do it, or
he may not; it all depends upon what personal interest he

2
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may happen to take in some local election. The absent
voter is the one we are trying to enfranchise. Owing to
the wide territory he may cover his views are sure to be
broader than the fireside voters’—that makes him the
more intelligent voter. There is no reason why any Ameri-
can citizen should lose his vote year after year because
he happens to be away from home election day.”

The Labor World says amen to that. Minnesota will
do only what is right toward some of her solidest citizens
when the absent voters’ law is put on the statute books.

JUNKETS.

In the old days of partizanship and plunder it was very
common for the legislature to adjourn for the day and accept
the hospitality of some great corporation or other big interest.

This was usually done at just the right time to influence
the members in favor of some bad bill the interested ones
wanted passed or against some good bill they wanted de-
feated.

In the legislature of 1917 there were only two affairs that
could be called junketing trips, and both of these were alto-
gether harmless and very instructive.

A Visit to the New States Prison.

The first of these was a visit to the new state’s prison at
Stillwater, conducted by “Uncle” Henry Harrison.

Every one paid his own street car fare both ways. In the
old days all rode free.

We all-had a chance to see the best conducted prison in
the country, a more than self-sustaining institution, where the
prisoners are treated like men and are helped to learn the
better way. :

A good dinner at the prison and all returned well pleased
and satisfied.

The South St. Paul Stock Yards.

The second junket was to South St. Paul to see the Stock
Yards and watch the processes there by which millions worth
of food is prepared for human use.

“Long” Bob Carmichael led this junket, and all who went
were satisfied they had not spent the afternoon in vain.

Here again each one paid his own car fare, and a simple
restaurant dinner was furnished at the expense of the pack-
ing company.

BOOZE.

In the old days Booze played a large part in deciding the
fate of bills.

Also Booze was the common daily and nightly companion
of a large number of members.

The total abstainers are rapidly increasing, with beneficial
results, both to the morals of the members, and to the honesty
and fairness of the laws passed.

IMPORTANT BILLS THAT PASSED.

Constitutional amendment for state-wide prohibition.
Abolishing state highway commission and substituting
commisgioner. ‘
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Providing for inventory and appraisal of state pfoperty.

Repealing law by which railroads charged 8 cents a mile
for first five miles of passenger tickets.

Repeal of presidential preferential primary law.

Permitting absent voters to vote by mail.

Giving state health board charge of tuberculosis work by
making advisory commission part of health board.

Anti-injunction law, based on federal Clayton act by which
state courts cannot interfere with organized efforts of laboring
men to improve conditions.

Increasing compensation which workmen can collect for
injuries.

Making waiting period one week instead of two when
workmen <¢an begin collecting compensation, when injured.

Prohibiting payment of wages in non-negotiable time
checks. .

Prohibiting discrimination in grain prices between locali-
ties to force farmers’ elevators out of business.

Authorizing rural night schools.

Requiring public schools to teach patriotism.

Creating state public safely commission and appropriating
$1,000,000 for placing state on war footing.

Making it felony to teach criminal sabotage or criminal
syndicalism.

Creating state commission to pass on securities offered
for sale to public.

Large number of child welfare bills recommended by com-
mission appointed by governor.

Numerous measures to improve game and fish laws.

Several minor bills recommended by state efficiency and
economy commission.

Drainage and flood control measures.

Requiring suburban and interurban car lines to have
toilets.

Electing Minneapolis School Board, one from each Sena-
torial District.

Creating a Public Defender for Minneapolis.

SOME BILLS DEFEATED.

Creating state public domain department.

Separating state grain inspection department from rail-
road and warehouse commission. )

Creating new state department of education.

State uniform text book bill.

Placing oil and hotel inspection departments under dairy
and food department.

Several measures for return to political convention -
system.

Constitutional amendment for woman suffrage.

Presidential suffrage for women.

Provision for state constitutional convention.

Constitutional amendment to allow state to build grain
elevators.

Creating interim commission to investigate grain and live-
stock marketing conditions.



The Minnesota Legislature of 1917 105

Providing nonpartisan pohtlcal convention to nominate
supreme court justices.

Repeal of law for election of legislators on nonpartisan
ticket.

Tonnage tax on iron ore.

Repeal of boxing law.

Revoking contract for affiliation between Mayo foundation
and University of Minnesota medical school.

Track scale bill, urged by farmers.

Bills to prohibit grain exchanges from dealing in futures
and to tax grain transactions.

Requiring registration for county optlon elections.

Abatement of blind pigs.

Appropriating $100,000 for use by governor in suppressing
labor troubles.

State industrial insurance urged by orgamzed labor

State board of chiropractic examiners.

'SABOTAGE AND SYNDICALISM.

The legislature passed a bill making it a felony, with
heavy fine and imprisonment, to teach or practice “criminal
syndicalism,” and defines it ‘as follows:

“‘Criminal syndicalism’ is hereby defined as the doc-
trine which advocates crime, sabotage (this word as wused
in this bill meaning malicious damage or injury to prop-
erty of an employer by an employe) violence or other un-
lawiul methods of terrorism as a means of accomplishing
industrial or political ends.”

Now, according to the strict wording of this definition,
of course no sane person would ever think of defending
“‘criminal syndicalism,” and least of all workingmen; for
they have everything to lose and nothing to gain by run-
ning counter to popular prejudice.

The trouble is that both words, “Sabotage and Syn-
dicalism,” have very definite meanings in the literature of
the world, and neither word has anything criminal about it.

We might just as well talk about ‘“criminal Republi-
canism’ or ‘‘criminal industrialism’ or ‘“‘eriminal universal-
ism’ or “criminal patriotism;’”’ and to take words of well
understood and harmless meanings and use them in a new
and unusual sense is to do violence to the language, and
might almost itself be classed as ‘‘criminal,” tho it would
be very far from ‘““syndicalism’ as the word has come to
be used in literature.

Both of these words have recently been imported into
our language from the French.

Sabotage means any neglect of duty and is just as
applicable to a member of the legislature who comes in
late in the morning, neglects or refuses to answer to roll
call, or loafs in the corridors when he ought to be at work
in his seat or in committee, as to a working. man who sol-
diers on the job or in any other way fails to do what he
is paid for doing.

If all’ acts of sabotage were made crimes and the
law enforced most people would be in jail most 6f the time,
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and it would be hard' to get a quorum of either house
to make new laws.

Possibly that wouldn’t be such a calamity as some
might think; for evéry session sees many very bad laws
proposed, and some of them usually pass.

It would be easy to fill several volumes with a descrip-
tion of such laws. ‘

The Insurance Woodchuck.

One such, relating to fidelity accident and casualty
insurance, passed both houses unanimously and was on its
way to the Governor, before its faults were discovered.

The story goes that this bill was drafted somewhere
in the East and introduced into all legislatures that were
in session.

It was brought in by Representative J. M. Harrison
of Minneapolis, who got Bessette of the North End of St.
Louis County to introduce it into the house and Healy
of the same district to father it in the Senate.

It posed as a harmless bill favored by both laborers
and employers, but was really favored by none but a few
large insurance companies that would have corralled all
the business.

Its opponents declare that this bill would have es-
tablished a trust in this class of insurance, throwing most
of the smaller companies out of business, and legally rob-
bing thousands of people by compelling them to pay double
premiums or go without insurance.

They admit that probably no member of the legislature
knew the real nature of this bill.

They admit that those who introduced it, those who
should have carefully examined it in committee and those
who answered yes to the roll call when the bill was passed
were all innocent of any intent to do wrong; but, even so,
it shows a degree of carelessness—of neglect of duty—
of sabotage—-little short of ecriminal.

A few defenders declare the bill was all right—that
it would only put out of business those who were offering
insurance too cheap and running the chance of going bank-
rupt.

But who is to judge what rates are too low?

Shall this business be left competitive or made a
trust?

All were prompt to repudiate the bill as soon as its
nature was known.

Syndicalism is from the Greek and literally means
“getting together.”

As applied to labor organizations it refers to that
principle which provides for the organization of all work-
ers in any great industry or all industries into one great,
all-comprehensive union, rather than organization by
trades.

The Syndicalist movement is the most comprehensive,
all embracing, efficient and successful labor movement in
all the history of the world.
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It is a natural outgrowth of the tendency to concen-
tration and centralization of industry.

It is labor’s answer to the capitalist’s trust.

It can never be crushed by penal laws and imprison-
ment, any more than trusts can be ‘“‘busted’ by dissolution.

‘When we have discovered the bad statutes that give
rise to trusts among so-called capitalists, and repealed
those statutes, the power of the trusts for evil will dis-
appear. :

Labor will no longer need the syndicalist movement
and it will die a natural death.

Nothing happens by chance.

~ Many volumes have been written on Syndicalism and

Sabotage and some of them are interesting.

CHAPTER XIV.
THE RECORDS THE MEMBERS MADE.

For several sessions the temperance question has been
the one burning issue in the state.

On this issue most of the members of the House and Sen-
ate have been elected.

Formerly most of the wet members were pretty complete-
ly under brewery control, and voted on all matters very much
as the special interests dictated.

However, when the legislature was made non-partizan, a
greater degree of independence began to show itself. Many
members, who voted wet because it was the wish of their dis-
tricts, manifested much independence on other questions, and
showed themselves to be very free from any kind of special
interest domination.

The legislature of 1917 is generally conceded by all com-
petent observers to have been the best that ever sat in the
State of Minnesota,—the best in the sense of having the
largest percentage of clean, honest, intelligent and independ-
ent men, who gave careful study to every question, refused
to vote until they understood, and then cast their ballot ac-
cording to their honest convictions. Only once was the House
stampeded.

The following members were elected without opposition:
Speaker Ralph J. Parker of Houston and Fillmore Counties.
Thomas Tollefson, Dodge County.

Claude E. Southwick, Faribault County.

John G. Gerlick, Mankato, Blue Earth County. ) :
Alfred W. Mueller, New Ulm, Brown County.

George W. Grant, Cottonwood Co.

George W. Dealand, Nobles County.

Andrew Olien, Yellow Medicine County.

Theodore Christianson, Lac qui Parle County.

‘Oscar A. Swenson, Nicollet County.

Thomas J. Greene, St. Paul, part of 1st and 9th wards.
Leavitt Corning, St. Paul, 7th ward.

Albert ¥. Pratt, Anoka and Isanti Counties.

Henry Holmes, Big Lake, Anton Peterson, Mora, representing

Kenabec, Sherburne and Mille Lacs Counties.
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George W. Burrows, Wilkin County.
Farley -Dare, Cass County.

P. H. Konzen, Kittson Co.

Wm. A. Pittenger, Duluth.

Anton Borgen, Duluth.

The fact that twenty men had proved themselves so satis-
factory to the voters of their districts that no one contested
the election against them speaks pretty well for the non-parti-
zan legislature and the primary sysiem.

There are many questions arising in every legislature that
test the honesty, intelligence, independence and fitness of the
members.

Generally speaking, a man should represent his constitu-
ents, especially on questions that were vital issues in the cam-
paign. But in many cases it is impossible to know the wish
of constituents. Those having direct personal interest are
pretty sure to make their wishes known, but these are often
just the wishes that should not be granted.

Most members of this legislature looked at all questions
from the point of view of right and wrong. Their first ques-
tion was, “Is it fair, is it right?” and they generally voted
accordingly. -

There were, however, some evidences of prejudice and
clannishness.

The wets hung together sometimes where it would be
hard to defend themselves; so also did the drys.

On a few occasions a large number of farmers stood solid
for bad measures that appeared to be for their interest.

The city men were pretty generally against the tonnage
tax without any very good reason. Also many of them op-
posed the Warner bill to allow farm and garden produce to be
peddled direct to consumers in the city. Commission mer-
chants and grocers had opposed this bill furiously. That is
the best reason why it ought to have passed unanimously.
Many farmers still have a feeling that the city man is his
enemy. This is very foolish, and will disappear in time. The
city people furnish the market for the farm produce. The
farmers need the city just as much as the city needs the farm-
ers.

The big special interests had no very great influence; but
little petty interests were too much in evidence.

There was considerable trading which could not be de-
fended, but not nearly so much as in the old days of parties
and caucuses. ,

A few very dangerous bills were passed, but many more
were killed.

The Senate was the same as in 1915, with the exception of
Mr. Rask; but it was plain that the events of the intervening
two “‘years had made an impression on a number of the mem-
bers, and that they were desirous of meeting the changed
conditions. .

This was especially noticeable in matters of témperance
legislation. Thirteen Senators who had voted against county
option in 1915 now voted to submit state-wide prohibition.
Most of these were from counties or districts that had voted
dry under the county option law.



The Minnesota Legislature of 1917 109

Steffen was the only Senator who persisted in voting wet
tho his district had gone dry by a large majority.

Carley and Gardner, Millett, Rask, Benson and Rockne
are all from districts that are wet under county option, but
still they voted to submit the dry amendment to the people
and let them decide.

This shows a very commendable spirit of democracy and
independence.

A Good Way to Judge Legislators.

It will be easier to fairly judge the votes of members if we
bear in mind a few fundamental truths.

I. People are naturally inclined to be fair, to love justice
and do the right thing. If this were not so the human race
would have destroyed itself long before this time.

II. The evils of society are mostly the result of bad
laws; and when these laws are repealed, the evils will disap-
pear.

III. If a thing is wrong, you can’t make it right by
legalizing it and making it pay a fine, a tax or a license fee,

IV. Drastic repressive laws have always failed and al-
ways will.

V. All legislation should keep in mmd at all times, the
principles of personal liberty, home rule and local self- gov-
ernment.

VI. Governments should confine themselves, to Public
Affairs, leaving private and personal matters alone.

VII. The legislator who wants to regulate everybody
and everything is not a good law maker, no matter how honest
he may be. “Hell is said to be paved with good intentions.”



The Minnesota Legislature of 1917

’

110

mg sep | Z zz z z Z z zzZ7 77 zz zz z
PP BUOSIR i i . P DI D DD e D DD e e b D D e S i
g |2 2 ZZ zZ  Z Z Z  ZZZZ ZZZ  ZZA7Z 77 A Z 277 7 ZZZ Z ZZZ
urewoq dMqRg .
! ' BB B B b e b > B DU b i oo P IS
e |ZABZZZZ Z 7 27 7 77 ZZZ Z. AZZZZ z ZZEZZZZZ ZZZZ ZZZZZZ
“IMSUI [PHsTpUl D b B bipt b P e DU i > >
suorpunl |(ZZZZ Z ZazZ Z ZZ Z ZaZZ Z Z Lz Z ZZZZ
-uy I10qeT-1IUY
DA DD DA Bt it e e e e BB b
S[00Uog Z 7z ZZ Z Z Z Z Z ZZ Z Z 7 zZ7 % z = Z z
ysiy ur suturery, '
ATENNS,ORAIING | v > > e ibade D D HoB b > DU b b bt b
zZ = ZZ  Z ZZZ Z ZZZZAZZ ZZ Z Z Z 7 ZAZ 47 Z 7 ZZZ REZLZ ZZ . %
xXeJ, 38euuoj,
DU B pid D i DU DBt i N > B i
Z =z Z Zz 7 Z z z  z Z z Z 7z ZZ
uomIqIyoId :
DD B POt P DDt it Bt Bt bt bibe Db i e D
suon |z 7 ZZZ ZZ ZZZ Z 7 7  Z Z ZZ Z ZZZ Z 27 Z 7 Z7Z 7 ZZZ 7
T-UIAUOY) A3Ieg
07 [IIEL 5,DRISNY [ v i DA e B S b DBt B bt B D
oy woet] ZRZZZ ZZZ ZZZ ZEZZ Z ZZZ 7 Z A7 Z ZAZ Z ZAZ 7 ZAZ  ZRAZ ZZZE ZZ
-5y 11e
10§ Jig SJPUUIM( | > > 141 > B B B > > o > B
g B B B BERZRZL ZLZZ Z  Z2ZZ7Z ZeZ ZZ Z  ZAZ ZZ 7 7 ZZ Z. ZZZ Z
7
AR | o, B B B S R R D S T T
wwoy 107 |4 P PP FE A ZAZZ ZZZZ ZZ Z Z ZZ Z Z  z  Zzz ZZZZ 7 ZZ 7
e3e1gng 'sa1g B > DB B B B B B B 4 e B e
’ RS VE RN NI NN TR R R RSN EI N EREE RS
o N A : N e e Dol
> m.mmunhmmAwg”me“. T S I A CUEEQ Il gt g i
Z Digg BT ETY leadERE T G d o iE e e L iEHE gl igo B iadeBES g 08
SLT= g 38U HEEEEESES80 M oENEPEedE R ELo0EC A RSS2 3308w ey aEEadn 58T 338
FE<48ARRASSSSAARAASSBBTE Lt mmEE S8 0E S SR o SRR SRS E RSl S aaa oSSy




111

The Minnesota Legislature of 1917

« s zz z Z ZZZZZ % A Z  Z 7z zezz  wE =z
Tt uresroq dnqng
DDA DI Dbt BB bibie > DU i Bt Dbt i
ig suonuea |2 ZEZ ZZZ | Z ZAZZZAZ | Z7 ZEZz 77 ow ze 7. 7 7 ZZ ZZZIZZ
- A
UOOMMBISPURIPO | o o o b b B i DB Bt b B e
Zz zzrzz 7 % zz  Z 7% Z7 Z 77 vz 7%
S8e1gng renby
BB DDt DO it Dt et Dt ot ko o >
suon Z zzZ Z 7 =& zZ7z % 7z zZ  ZZ 7 7 % 2 Z
OUMULIOWETAUY | b bexbubibin 31 e DU Bt i b B Dt Bt Db i
pre— z ZZZAZ 7 2 7 % Zz  ZZ % Z Z ZZ . zZ =z z
SHOD I0ySuOnAR) o, o, e DU b b > S P B DI i b >
8 S—— Z ZZzz 7 7 Z =z 7ZZ 7z & 7 ZZZ =z ZZZ 2% 77
3
L el T T BB i b b B b bt s b S T
& Z7Z ZZZ ZRZZLZZZZ Z 7 ZZZZ ZZ ZZZZ 27  AZZEZ 2 7 mnr  ZrezE
5 o1d £103M383G
& > > P i e B b e Bt e Do
77  ZZZ Z 7 Z Z7z ZZ 7 72z Z % ZZ  z7 BZ
014 TRUOINIIISUOD)
PRI B B B DO bt bt b i b iy bk e
ZZ 7 ZF 2% z Z ZEZ Z 7 ZZZ Z 7 % 22 %
11T 0210 SIS pA
> > > B b b B > > > B b b
ZEZZE. ZEZZZE ZF % BZZE =7 7 Z7 ZAZELZEZZ ZZZ ZZ7Z 7 ZZ 7 o7
s9leg aIngn,f Suixe],
> > > b b BB B B0 B bt b b
KIoATR( SImIn 1 107 ZZzz  ZEZZ ZZ ZEZZE ZZEZZ ZZZ 7z ZE U 7 wemam
SO1eS BUNMQIYOIT [t o Dt ot o v ot b b b P o b e e >
[y WABS |22 2 ZZ 7 B Z ZEERZZZ 7 zz 7. ZZ A7 A7 REZEZZ z =
TIALD siodeduurzy D i b R T T DD peain b
E— ZZZ 7 ZZZZ 7 7 ZZZ Z =z Z7 7, Crzzz 7 7 7 7 Zm
B0 o T I N T R
2 mMmmmmmmmmmmmmmmam.. t - I A s
EE “HWHHHHHWH..”&”WOHHHH ............. .JnHJ [ lm
wn B - RPN R R I B =~ B R R 1 R S -
UB g, 3 g 0 ns -85 LE8 g Soom ot g legd Sgg st RkT)
of m.m.mmmm&mhmﬁnw.mAu.mm.m,c.mm $s58550854 15 #E00d 224 84T EE50R8 e (5T (HE
"5 R AL R R e Pl S B FEEC PR LR U R B ok
<dmmEaARRRRRARR0000CCOAARAARRRRRERELCEOBCOEET TN mmmmrT 8 o 3,9,8.5.8 85 S




The Minnesota Legislature of 1917

112

S z7 Z w7z z oz Z z.7Z z Z 777 zz
o ) e be Db b Dabi ibr Dbt i it mibidi babimadibip eiepe b Bt e
v SuorueA Z ZZZZ ZZZZ ZZZAE A Z Z7 ZZZ 7 ZEZ % A RZAZ 2% Z AZZ
- & 2
L T B b i b b B babibe bt > b B b b
o . 7 = 7 Zzzz  Z % =z z 7 Z B = Z Z7.
eagng [enby
B S B babt HUBa Dt Dbt Dibidibt Dibex DDA B X
p— z . Z7Z Z Z.Z T Z Z 7 7z  Z Z7 7 7 7 %
- [ 130
QUNMUTIOQRTIINY | mmimiiiain b b 3 b Dibibe  Dibi bt Dt Dbt Db Bt b bt bt B
PoT——— Z %z Z 7z % z Z Z z z 7 7 %
SUOQ IO SUORATY | o) imit 1 > > > B b Dbt P Db b B >
g Tamg | BE AA ARZZZ zZ  Z Zzz 47 7 4 A Z Z 77 % 7 2 Pz
g i
g | PUMATUEWO | b s pex Bapt Dbt e e 5o b bt bbb b Dipie  pibox bipt o
& o ssomerg |7 PEERA EAERE v A7 777 77 % % 24 7 2P 7 Z T 4 AAEE
& > > B b bapx B bt D i pibe Dabibe kbbb >
org pesormaston |© 7 7z 4 A A vzz 7 77 & = 7. 7 77,
s D ababe Ba P D i babiibabx bt e e BN Db bbb M D M
Z z Za A 7 7. 77 A7 Z 7 77 7 Z 7 ZAZZ 2 Z Z Z 2
111d 0310 USTPAA
> B > B> B> o B
oo oy sy, |° T rrr7 Z27 ZOZZZZZZE ZZLLZZ F ZAZZZ 27 ZZLZ A vz v ZE Z &
] B > > > B > B e B P p
K11 oamIN 103 |2 Z7 AEE P FAAE, NVNNNNNNN 7 EE_ AR ZZZz7 4 7 Z 77 7 27
SO[eS SUMIGIYOIg | e e > > o o i b
[eaday] 901a195 ¢ |Z zZ 77 Z Az 2 Nnm Z7. N Z7, NNmN ZZv. ZZZ  ZAZZ A Z
1AL STTOQeArpy | i i o i b i e e i IS > b e
Rae— N A T SmZZ | Z ZAZZA  ZZ 7 Z 7 Z 7. CAZAT, Z 7 Z
B > o ¢ Db B T T I A T T Db it bt
0 ..““”““”_””“”““”””“”“H“””“”HM.M.”H”..”””“”” “HWHHHUHHHAWHHWHU“..H”
Y “.“HH”..W””“““””““. N ““.”””H”.”..I..HR.““” L
= R R I S R Sl tian RS o O Sy
n T e L R S CgeO s T e A A e LT g e
DA BEB8. - Bem 88 B4 %0 gShddd B 48y I S TRl LR
o8 i Sums g Hea0 oy - 8588 & 82 ‘w8 SR e et g0 aaSRBA IHA
JedddS 00035 ek SonEngeesunddy de s s S 30000 ETEEEE 00 5,8,80:8 1
A O R K e R Rt AR A L L b o b ot A Al




